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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Newly added claims 36-51 are presented for examination. The Office 
acknowledges the cancellation of claims 1-35. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicants submission filed on 
November 14, 2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which It pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 42 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. The specification does not teach one of ordinary skill in the art that the first 
request is sent without an identification of the wireless device type. Furthermore 
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Applicant states in the specification that it is important that the protocol includes an 
element that indicates the wireless device type (specification, page 7, lines 20-22). 
Therefore it is required that the first request must include the device type. If this is an 
oversight by the Office, Applicant is invited to point out specifically v\/here it is taught that 
the request sent by the wireless device to the web server is sent without an 
identification of the wireless device type. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Claims 36-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mousseau et al. (USPN 6,477,529) (hereinafter Mousseau) in view of Kadyk et al. 
(USPN 6,674,767) (hereinafter Kadyk) in view of Landgren (USPN 6,115,754) (cited by 
Applicant in IDS). 

5. Referring to claim 36, Mousseau discloses a method for transferring data to a 
wireless device over a wireless communications network, said method comprising the 
comprising: 

configuring a web server so that users of a plurality of different types of wireless 
devices can access web pages on the Internet over their corresponding wireless 
communications network through the web server (col. 3, lines 34-45); 
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receiving a first request at the web server to view a particular Internet web page 
that is sent from one of the plurality of wireless devices over the corresponding wireless 
communications network for that device using a transport protocol (col. 4, lines 25-45); 

in response, sending a second request for the web page to a destination server 
containing the web page (col. 4, lines 25-35); 

receiving the web page at the web server (col. 4, lines 25-35). 

Mousseau does not specifically disclose removing data that is not displayable on 
the wireless device baed on the wireless device type, that the transport protocol 
includes an element which identifies the type of wireless device making the request, and 
transmitting the parsed page from the server to the device in a plurality of data packets 
wherein the transmission is paced by the web server based on the network type. Kadyk 
discloses another method of transferring data to a wireless device over a wireless 
communications network which also transmits an identification of a wireless device type 
transmitted from the wireless device (since the wireless device uses the transport 
protocol, it is inherent that the transport protocol provides the ability to transfer the 
device type) which can be used to identify the mobile unit (Figures 5-6, reference 
characters 506, 606; col. 12, lines 38-60). Kadyk further discloses that the removed 
data is dependent upon said wireless device type (col. 13, lines 9-12, 29-33). It would 
be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Kadyk with Mousseau to reduce the number of gateways 
needed to exchange data with a wide range of networks and devices such as in the 
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wireless world as supported by Kadyk (col. 2, lines 30-33) thereby reducing complexity 
of the system while allowing for the ease of future upgrades or replacements. 

Mousseau in view of Kadyk do not specifically disclose requested data is 
transmitted to said wireless device in data packets at a pace dependent upon said 
wireless communications network type. Landgren discloses requested data is 
transmitted to said wireless device in data packets at a pace dependent upon said 
wireless communications network type (col. 9, line 62 to col. 10, line 24). It would be 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Landgren with Mousseau and Kadyk to efficiently determine a 
mobile unit's position as stated in Landgren (col. 2, lines 64-67). 



6. Referring to claim 37, Mousseau discloses reformatting said request into an 
HTTP request prior to transmitting said request to said second server (col. 4, lines 26- 
41). 



7. Referring to claims 38 and 39, Mousseau discloses the web server reformats (i.e. 
restricts) the parsed data into HTML (col. 6, linews 1-4). 

8. Referring to claim 40, Mousseau discloses the wireless communications network 
is a low-bandwidth network (i.e. wireless is inherently a lower bandwidth network when 
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compared to a high-bandwidth network such as a wireline network of Mousseau) (col. 3, 
line 55 to col. 4, line 25). 

9. Referring to claim 41 , Mousseau discloses compressing and encriypting the file 
before delivering the web page (col. 4, lines 35-40). 

10. Referring to claim 42, Moussesau discloses that the first request is sent to the 
web server without an identification of the wireless device type (i.e. merely a request for 
data) (Figure 3, ref. 100). 

1 1 . Claims 43-51 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 36-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Spyglass Prism 'Concepts and Applications' (c) 1997 (hereinafter Spyglass) (cited by 
Applicant in IDS) in view of Vishwanath et al. (USPN 6,216,157) (hereinafter 
Vishwanath). 

12. Referring to claim 36, Spyglass discloses a method for transferring data to a 
wireless device over a wireless communications network, said method comprising the 
comprising: 
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configuring a web server so that users of a plurality of different types of wireless 
devices can access web pages on the Internet over their corresponding wireless 
communications network through the web server (p. 2, Figure on middle of page); 

receiving a first request at the web server to view a particular Internet web page 
that is sent from one of the plurality of wireless devices over the corresponding wireless 
communications network for that device using a transport protocol, wherein the 
transport protocol includes an element which identifies the type of wireless device 
making the request (p. 2, "once connected, the device identifies itself and the user to 
the Spyglass Prism"); 

in response, sending a second request for the web page to a destination server 
containing the web page (p. 2, "Spyglass Prism access the URL requested by the 
user"); 

receiving the web page at the web server and parsing the web page to remove 
data that is not displayable on the wireless device based on the wireless device type (p. 
2, "Spyglass Prism uses its stored data about the web site, the user and the device to 
convert the data into the best format for the device; and p. 3, "Filters Content" and 
"Customizable" sections; and p. 5, "removing element tags" bullet). 

Spyglass does not explicitly state the transmission of the data packets is passed 
by the web server based on the wireless network type. In analogous art, Vishwanath 
discloses another method of transferring data to a wireless device (Figure 6, ref. 300), 
which the transmission of the data packets is passed by the web server based on the 
wireless network type (i.e. adapted output delivered through the medium to the client 
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based on the medium of transmission) (e.g. abstract). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teaching of Vishwanath with Spyglass in 
order to automatically handle such diverse applications and transmission media such 
that different applications can be automatically modified based on the resources 
available from the transmission media and the clients as supported by Vishwanath (cot. 
2, lines 1-5). 

13. Referring to claims 37-43, they are all inherent features of the system described 
above. 

14. Claims 44-51 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Response to Amendment 

15. Applicant's arguments filed November 14, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are moot in view of the cancelled claims. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 
17. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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